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activities at the S.O.A.S. was the compilation of a bibliography of ethnographical matter relating to Assam, which has never been separately published but has proved very useful to other bibliographers. After his retirement from London to his home at Sydling St. Nicholas near Dorchester he interested himself in local affairs, and in his garden, and continued, as he had been in Assam, a keen fisherman. He married in I930 Pamela Moira, daughter of J. Foster Vesey-FitzGerald, who with two daughters survives him. He gave important collections to the Pitt Rivers Museum of the University of Oxford.
Mills made an admirable colleague in administration. Apart from his practical and intellectual ability, his never failing sense of humour, his wit and his good temper in trying circumstances made him an invaluable companion, particularly in camp. When he was my subdivisional officer at Mokokchung his periodic visits to my headquarters at Kohima were events to be looked forward to, and he was beloved by his subordinates no less than by his colleagues, and equally so by many friends of all stations in Assam. In addition to other investigations, a preliminary examination of the blood groups of Khalkha Mongols was made in Khudjirta (310 miles south-west of Ulanbaator). Ninety-two individuals in all were examined; for technical reasons, only the ABO system was studied. The examination was carried out by the glass slide method, using liquid (not dried) sera. I25 SIR,-It may appear ungracious to seem to cavil at a review of one's own work which is couched in such generally laudatory terms (Une Sous-Caste de l'Inde du Sud, reviewed by Dr. E. Kathleen Gough in MAN, 1959, 323) . But I am afraid that the author's concern to be kind, together with another factor which I shall presently mention, has tended to obscure her conclusions. Since this is a matter of some general interest among social anthropologists at the moment I may perhaps be allowed a little retrospect on the accusation that I have 'introduced some confusions into the analysis of Dravidian kinship. ' My own point of departure was that the mother's brother in that terminological system is essentially the father's affine (MAN, 1953,   54 ). The point did not go unnoticed: the late Professor RadcliffeBrown took exception as some, apparently, still like to recall (MAN, 1953, I69; cf. J. Goody, J. R. Anthrop. Inst., Vol. LXXXIX, 1959, p. 65). It was consequently interesting to see that some three years later my present reviewer, without any reference to the controversy, effectively granted the argument. She then wrote, among other things, that 'the mother's brother . .-. is, after all, wife's brother to the father' (Amer. Anthrop. Vol. LVIII, 1956, p. 843). This admission was all the more gratifying in that it was based upon the field experience of a scholar who could not be supposed to have any bias in favour of the position. There was certainly much reluctance in her presentation, and the implications of her perception were not as fully drawn as one would have liked. However, the point was conceded and it now seems disconcerting to find that I am said to
